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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed August 21 , 2007. 

2. Claims 1 , 6, and 34 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1-10, 34, and 40-43 have been examined and are pending with this 
action. 

4. Claims 1 , 6, and 34 previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, has 
been withdrawn 

5. Claims 1 , 6, and 34 previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-10, 34, and 40-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sahai et al. (US 6,594,699) in view of Dunning et al. (US 7,024,485). 
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INDEPENDENT: 

As per claim 1, Sahai teaches an article comprising: 
a storage medium (see col. 8, line 37: "stored on the server"); and 
instructions stored in the storage medium which when executed by a processor 
(see col.2, line 47: "server computer/processor 10" and col.8, lines 48-50: "computer 
program executing on said server"), cause the processor to generate and transmit one 
or more messages to a receiving computer system (see col.2, lines 61-64: "responds to 
the transfer request by streaming the data over the network to the client"), the one or 
more messages including: 

logic for testing digital content capabilities of the receiving computer system (see 
col. 3, lines 15-19: "check whether client that has accessed the server has a client 
capabilities files stored" and col.5, lines 7-14: "capabilities... are then determined") 
when the link is dereferenced (see col.5, lines 1-4: "(URL) associated with the 
streamable multimedia asset desired"); and 

logic for displaying a selected one of a plurality of versions of digital content 
selected based on the results of testing digital content capabilities of the receiving 
computer system (see col.2, lines 8-1 1 : "adapts the media format to the client 
capabilities"), such that the receiving computer system may display the selected version 
of the digital content in the media message as a second layer of the adaptive media 
message (see col.2, lines 16-18: "to optimize playback of the asset to the client based 
on the client capabilities and user specifications or preferences"). 
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Sahai does not explicitly teach a media message to be displayed on the receiving 
computer system as a first layer of an adaptive media message, the media message 
including a link. 

Dunning teaches a media message to be displayed on the receiving computer 
system as a first layer of an adaptive media message (see col.2, lines 52-56: "the first 
section is playable at a relatively low quality level"), the media message including a link 
(see col.1, lines 36-40: "click on a link"). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Sahai in view of Dunning so that a media 
message to be displayed on the receiving computer system as a first layer of an 
adaptive media message, the media message including a link. One would be motivated 
to do so because Dunning teaches that such implementation allows user to quickly 
access files even though they have slow communication channels (see col.7, lines 16- 
18). 

As per claim 6, Sahai teaches a method in a computing system for presenting an 
adaptive message (see col.5, lines 41-45: "formatting the data and adapting it"), 
comprising: 

receiving a message in the computing system including a link (see col.2, lines 
59-60: "The locator indicates the multimedia data to be streamed or transferred" and 
col.5, lines 1-4: "(URL) associated with the streamable multimedia asset desired"); and 

based on the contents of the received message: 
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testing, when the link is dereferenced (see col. 5, lines 1-4: "(URL) 
associated with the streamable multimedia asset desired"), two or more digital 
content capabilities of the computing system (see col. 3, lines 15-19: "check 
whether client that has accessed the server has a client capabilities files stored" 
and col. 5, lines 7-14: "capabilities... are then determined"); 

selecting one of a plurality of different digital content elements based upon 
the results of the testing (see col. 2, lines 16-18: "to optimize playback of the 
asset to the client based on the client capabilities and user specifications or 
preferences"); and 

presenting the selected one of the plurality of different digital content 
elements within the message as a second layer of the adaptive media message 
(see col.2, lines 8-1 1 : "adapts the media format to the client capabilities"). 
Sahai does not explicitly teach displaying the message as a first layer of an 

adaptive media message. 

Dunning teaches displaying the message as a first layer of an adaptive media 

message (see col.2, lines 52-56: "the first section is playable at a relatively low quality 

level"). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Sahai in view of Dunning by implementing 
displaying the message as a first layer of an adaptive media message. One would be 
motivated to do so because Dunning teaches that such implementation allows user to 
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quickly access files even though they have slow communication channels (see col. 7, 
lines 16-18). 

As per claim 34, Sahai teaches an article comprising: 
a storage medium (see col. 8, line 37: "stored on the server"); and 
instructions stored in the storage medium which when executed by a processor 
(see col. 2, line 47: "server computer/processor 10" and col.8, lines 48-50: "computer 
program executing on said server"), cause the processor to generate and transmit one 
or more messages to a receiving computer system (see col.2, lines 61-64: "responds to 
the transfer request by streaming the data over the network to the client"), the one or 
more messages including: 

logic for testing capabilities of the receiving computer system (see col. 3, lines 15- 
19: "check whether client that has accessed the server has a client capabilities files 
stored" and col. 5, lines 7-14: "capabilities... are then determined") when the link is 
dereferenced (see col.5, lines 1-4: "(URL) associated with the streamable multimedia 
asset desired"); and 

logic for displaying a selected one of a plurality of versions of media content 
selected based on the results of testing capabilities of the receiving computer system 
(see col.2, lines 8-1 1 : "adapts the media format to the client capabilities"), such that the 
receiving computer system may display the selected one of the plurality of versions of 
the media content in the media message as a second layer of the adaptive media 
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message (see col.2, lines 16-18: "to optimize playback of the asset to the client based 
on the client capabilities and user specifications or preferences"). 

. Sahai does not explicitly teach a media message to be displayed on the receiving 
computer system as a first layer of an adaptive media message, the media message 
including a link. 

Dunning teaches a media message to be displayed on the receiving computer 
system as a first layer of an adaptive media message (see col.2, lines 52-56: "the first 
section is playable at a relatively low quality level"), the media message including a link 
(see col.1 , lines 36-40: "click on a link"). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Sahai in view of Dunning so that a media 
message to be displayed on the receiving computer system as a first layer of an 
adaptive media message, the media message including a link. One would be motivated 
to do so because Dunning teaches that such implementation allows user to quickly 
access files even though they have slow communication channels (see col. 7, lines 16- 
18). 

DEPENDENT: 

As per claim 2, which depends on claim 1 , Sahai further teaches wherein the 
instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more messages 
such that the logic is directly contained in the one or more messages (see col.6, lines 
60-63). 
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As per claim 3, which depends on claim 1 , Sahai further teaches wherein the 
instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more messages 
such that the logic is included in the one or more messages by reference (see col. 8, 
lines 45-47). 

As per claim 4, which depends on claim 1 , Sahai further teaches wherein the 
instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more messages 
such that the selected one of the plurality of versions of the digital content is not directly 
included in the media message as first transmitted to the receiving computer system, 
but is separately transferred under the control of the logic for displaying (see col.3, lines 
15-19). 

As per claim 5, which depends on claim 1 , Sahai further teaches wherein the 
instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more messages 
such that the selected one of the plurality of versions of the digital content is 
downloaded by the logic for displaying, and is downloaded in a form customized for an 
addressee of the message (see col.5, lines 41-46). 

As per claim 7, which depends on claim 6, Sahai further teaches wherein the 
plurality of different digital content elements includes a high-quality video sequence and 
a low-quality Video sequence (see col.4, lines 25-27). 

As per claim 8, which depends on claim 6, Sahai further teaches wherein the 
plurality of different digital content elements includes a video sequence and an 
animation sequence (implicit: see col.3, lines 57-60 and col.4, lines 25-27). 
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As per claim 9, which depends on claim 6, Sahai further teaches wherein the 
plurality of different digital content elements includes a first digital content element 
constructed for playing on a first player and a second digital content element 
constructed for playing on a second player different from the first player (implicit: see 
col.3, lines 34-40). 

As per claim 10, which depends on claim 6, Sahai further teaches wherein the 
selected one of the different digital content elements is selected based upon actions of 
a user of the computer system in connection with the received message (see col.2, lines 
16-18 and col.3, lines 46-49). 

As per claim 40, which depend on claim 1 , Sahai further teaches wherein the 
instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more messages 
such that the logic for testing digital content capabilities of the receiving computer 
system includes a script to be executed by the receiving computer system to test said 
digital content capabilities (see col.5, lines 26-31 ). 

As per claim 41, which depend on claim 34, Sahai further teaches wherein the 
instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more messages 
such that the logic for testing and the logic for displaying are appended to the media 
message (see col.2, lines 26-28). 

As per claim 42, which depend on claim 34, Sahai does not explicitly teach 
wherein the instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more 
messages such that the media message further includes: a replaceable section to be 
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replaced by a replacing section including the selected one of the plurality of versions of 
media content. 

Dunning teaches a replaceable section to be replaced by a replacing section 
including the selected one of the plurality of versions of media content (see col. 10, lines 
43-51 : "the low quality version of track B 2834 is output in lieu of the higher quality 
version 2830 of Fig.4C. However, the higher quality version of track A 2832 can still be 
presented"). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Sahai in view of Dunning by implementing 
a replaceable section to be replaced by a replacing section including the selected one of 
the plurality of versions of media content. One would be motivated to do so because 
Dunning teaches that such implementation allows user to quickly access files even 
though they haVe slow communication channels (see col.7, lines 16-18) and allows 
users to view higher quality versions as they become available at the client (see col.2, 
lines 60-61). 

As per claim 43, which depend on claim 42, Sahai further teaches wherein the 
instructions, when executed by the processor, generate the one or more messages 
such that the logic for displaying includes a replace script (see col. 5, lines 26-31) to 
replace the replaceable section of the media message with the replacing section (see 
claim 42 rejection above). 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to independent claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Specifically, the applicant(s) argue that Sahai teaches that a "server determines 
the capabilities of the client and transcodes a web page, requested by the client prior to 
the delivery to the client". This assertion is improper. Sahai teaches that the invention is 
not limited to the server determining the capabilities, but in fact can be obtained by a 
query, automatically sent with each request, or obtained by an application running on 
the client. 

Although the examiner agrees that Sahai does deliver only one version of the 
content to be displayed on the client device, the newly cited prior art Dunning et al. (US 
7,024,285) teaches the missing limitations with respect to independent claims 1 , 6, and 
34. Dunning teaches that files can be split into sections for transmission, combined and 
scaled to improve quality (see col. 2, lines 52-61). 

For the reason above, claims 1-10, 34, and 40-43 have been rejected and remain 
pending. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/611,698 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2155 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Michael Won/ 
Primary Examiner 
September 18, 2007 



